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Ochrana krajiny medzi konfliktom a konsenzom

Rozhodnutie o tom, ¢i budeme, alebo nebudeme chranit nejaky
kusok prirody alebo krajiny, je rozhodnutim spolocenskym. Z toho
mozno odvodit, ze kazdé takéto rozhodnutie je primdrne ur¢ené hod-
notovou orientdciou tych, co rozhoduju. V spolo¢nosti, kde nikto nema,
alebo by aspon nemal mat monopol na pravdu, hladanie konsenzual-
neho rozhodnutia implicitne skryva i nebezpecenstvo konfliktu. Roz-
norodost hodnotovych schém v principe nemozno odstranit, ostava
nam teda len kultivovat metédy komunikacie ucastnikov spolocen-
skej diskusie.

V tomto cisle sme chceli odhalit zrejmé i skryté zdroje konfliktov
v ochrane krajiny, pokusit sa stanovit mozné spdsoby ich odstranova-
nia alebo aspon tlmenia, a poukazat na viaceré konkrétne aktivity, ¢i
uz uspesné, alebo netispesné.

Niektoré ,recepty” boli koncipované na planetarne pouzitie a maju
charakter nielen politickych proklamadcii, ale aj medzinarodnych stra-
tégii i vyskumnych a realiza¢nych programov (Starame sa o Zem, Clo-
vek a biosféra - rezervy biosféry — Sevillska stratégia, Trvald udrzatel-
nost rozvoja atd.). Na rozdiel od ¢asto romanticky a elitarsky oriento-
vanych zasad minulosti, tie z ostatnych dekad vychadzaju z expertnych
hodnoteni, odporucani odbornych konferencii a internetovych disku-
sif. Avsak ani vedecké poznanie nie je samospasitelné.

Dvadsiate storocie sice prinieslo nebyvaly narast poznatkov
o podstate ohrozenia jednotlivych druhov rastlin, hib a zivoéichov,
tisicky odbornikov prispeli svojim vkladom do narodnych databaz,
ako aj do viackrdt aktualizovaného klasifikacného systému Medzi-
narodnej unie ochrany prirody. Zaroven sme vsak svedkami margi-
nalizacie zavaznosti problému, neochoty, ba aj rasticeho odporu
laickej verejnosti pri realizacii ochranarskych opatreni. Vidime, ako
sa v rychlo meniacich spolocenskych pomeroch v poslednych dvoch
desatrociach presuva tazisko hodnot od dlhodobych ku kratkodo-
bym, pripominajticim sice antické Carpe diem, ale najma pompadu-
rovské Po nas potopa! Tato situacia, zda sa, len potvrdzuje nazor, ze
na vytvorenie zodpovedného vztahu k prirodnému prostrediu nesta-
¢ia len odborné znalosti. Prioritna je spravne postavend environmen-
talna etika.

Mikulas J. Lisicky, Jan TéSitel
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Landscape protection between conflict and consensus

The decision whether we are to protect some piece of nature or landsca-
pe, or not, is a social decision. As such, it is primarily based on value
system of those who make it.

In a society where no one has a monopoly to tell the truth, conflicts
are present implicitly when we search for consensual decisions. As diffe-
rences among individual viewpoints cannot be eliminated, the only thing
that remains is to cultivate methods of communication among partici-
pants of social discussion.

In this issue we would like to reveal some sources of conflicts in landsca-
pe protection, evident as well as hidden, to identify possible ways of their
removal or weakening, and to mention concrete activities in this context,
either successful or not.

Some “recipes” mentioned here have been outlined for application in
planetary scale. As to their character, they are not only political proclama-
tions but have a form of international strategies and programmes (Caring
for the Earth, Man and Biosphere, Sevilla Strategy, Sustainable Develop-
ment, etc.)

Very often, principles of nature protection were formulated in
a romantic and elitist way in the past. Those of recent decades, on the
contrary, build on expert evaluations, proposals of scientific conferences
and Internet discussions. However, not a scientific knowledge should be
considered panacea.

The 20" century brought an enormous increase in knowledge concer-
ning factors causing that particular species of plants and animals are en-
dangered; thousands of specialists have contributed with their data to
national databases as well as to many times updated classification sys-
tem of the World Conservation Union. At the same time, however, we can
witness a tendency of marginalization of the problem and reluctancy, even
antipathy of lay public to practical implementation of nature protection
measures.

Rapidly changing social milieu within the last two decades can be seen
as a context for an evident shift in value system when long-term values
are being replaced by short-term ones. Present situation can frequently
reminds us of the antic Carpe diem, but notably of the Pompadour’s After
us the deluge. All that seems to prove the notion that professional knowledge
alone is not sufficient when we try to build responsible relationships of
man to its natural environment. Instead, an appropriate environmental
ethics should be given the priority in this context.
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